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June 6, 1963 

American Opinion Analysis 

U.S. CUBA K)LICX :. •'*' 

As many Aoerioans are gaining the inprossion that the tf*S« 
has "no policy" on. Cuba-*- iff doing nothing to get the Busslans 
out—popular satisfaction with the Government's handling of 
Cuban problem has steadily dwindled* 

His fog Pic- ^incc February, according to the Gallup Poll f 
satisfaction satisfaction has diminished froa 56* to b& 
a&& dissatisfaction has risen to 35?. Anong 
Republicans a asjority (w) are dissatisfied! and nearly 
2 out of 5 Inrtspsrtfmts l38£) are in that category* Even 
among Desecrate, 2A£ are now dissatisfied*, 

Also in editorial eoaaant dissatisfaction lias been strong- 
ly and frequently voiced, although perhaps not by a majority of 
all coanjontators* 

Khnishefoav Chalrnea Khrushchev * scheduled visit to Cuba seems 
v3 , slfc likely to accentuate or increase American dissatis- 
faction with the Cuban situation* 

none Reaig- In Hay Saseuel Lubell reported that "nearly half** 
nation of tha people he interviewed in six states felt 
that "the Russians are there to stay, Sons are 
bitter about this result; others are resigned to the Hussian 
presence f since they view war as the only way to get the 
Russians out* About half of Lubell* s respondents now think 
Russia would fight to defend Cuba-- this is an increase as cos- 
pared to lest February* 

While asost Americans seem averse to drastic action risking 
war e they are far frea happy about the neighboring presence of 
Castro and, the Russians, 

Action fte jKttrtffi Many editors ml Congressaen persist in calling 
Cpp ti j ffl ffl - upon the U.S* for action* 1'he nost frequent 

suggestions include a quarantine, blockade, 
embargo— with eoas saying invasion us a last resort* Sosse urge 
"reopening the on-site inspection issue*" Host would prefer 
joint action under the OAS f but in any event— action. 
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The "confusion of U.S. Cuba policy" is scored by 
the Sorippe-nHovard papers and others. Americans 
"will keep on wondering about tho Cuban situation 
until the President doss something positive and effective," say 
the Wheeling Intelligencer and Toledo Blade. Papers of M nation- 
alist'* outlook are more harsh in their comments. 

Present tf.S. actions re Cuba are approved f but regarded by 
oany as inadequate to aeet the continuing menace. Air surveil- 
lance, blacklisting of ships, and declaring that Russian presenco 
is unacceptable— all these are supported. 

The Administration* s eoa&eanation of exile raids is supported 
by the great majority of ocment&tors (and of ttr. Lubell's re- 
spondents J • The Alliance for Progress is also widely approved. 
But such measures are not regarded as dealing effectively with 
the threat. . 

I^liofttftaiw for, ftifftmUga AflfclvUY 

1. Tli© Donver Post suggested that, as a "starter* toward the 
use of force, the President should "refute forcefully 
Khrushchev •• repeated insinuation that the U.S. agreed not 
to invade Cuba." 

2. The Government needs to sake it obvious that it is actively 
weighing steps to effect the withdrawal of Russian troops 
from Cuba. Background sessions with columnists and corre- 
spondents might achieve this aim. 

3. Some positive proposal before the OAS or UN night achieve 
the double purpose of demonstrating U.S. determination and 
caking clear the objections or reluctances raised by our 
allies. 

k. Similarly* the U.S. could make an open appeal to our allies 
to Join in such unilateral measures as embargoes, 

5. A strong public appeal to Cuban exiles to unite eight either 
produce that encouraging development or reveal more clearly 
that the exiles are weakened by disunity. 

C 9 The Government should naturally continue to keep Americans 
aware of the effectiveness of ouch present measures &s sur- 
veillance, blacklisting of ships, and joint efforts to deal 
with subversive activities. But such publicity should be in 
the spirit of appreciating that neither Covernuent nor people 
regard these steps as substitutes for netting rid of the 
menace. 
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7. Similarly the Governoent should find ways to call public 
attention to the lied tat lone or inadequacies— and also the 
risks— of various plans which ore publicly advanced as 
panaceas for curing the menace of coaamnisa in Cuba. 

6. There should be a constant effort to increase public aware- 
ness of the successes of the Alliance for. Progress and their 
significance for the future of the Hemisphere (see POS Aaeri- 
caa Opinion Analyst* on the Alliance dated May 2**) . 

9. Hoed tor a bipartisan citizens cornnitteci urging the Alliance 
as the beat moans of dealing with the Cuoa problem, is greater 
today than when it was suggested in a POS A&erlean Opinion 
Analysis on Cute on Karanzl. 

10 • Khrushchev Visit* This event, even in anticipation, has 
doubtless tended to increase public unhappiness with U. S* 
Cuba policy* Perhaps tfcis visit can be treated in ways to 
accentuate for other peoples, as well as Americans, awareness 
of Cuba's position as a Russian satellite. 

Perhaps tripe by President Kennedy both before &n& after 
the Khrushchev visit to various spots in the Hemisphere could 
sake clear the difference between our relations with our 
neighbors arid Russia's relatione) with Cuba. The Prssident's 
trips oould also highlight successes t$y the Alliance for 
Progress* 
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